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Abstract 
Junimea cultural society was founded in Iaúi, at the end of 1863, by Petre P. Carp, Titu Maiorescu, Iacob Negruzzi, Vasile Pogor, 
and Theodor G. Rosetti and developed its activity in multiple directions, organising weekly cultural meetings, delivering 
“popular prelections” with the intention of disseminating knowledge from various fields, editing cultural publications, setting up 
printing offices and educational institutions, supporting young writers, and offering scholarships abroad for the youth. By means 
of the series of conferences known as the “popular prelections” – one of the main cultural activities of this society – Junimea’s 
members set themselves to popularise the latest acquisitions in the field of science and culture, the debates approaching a wide 
range of subjects (aesthetics, philosophy, education, history, philology and geography). This paper intends to highlight the impact 
that the popular prelections had on the Romanian cultural life and their contribution to the adult education in our country, during 
the second half of the 19th century.  
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1. Junimea’s spirit 
Around 1860, the Romanian society found itself in the midst of a major transformation process, aligning itself 
with the wider context of the modern European trend. Founded in Iaúi, in 1863, by Petre P. Carp, Titu Maiorescu, 
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Iacob Negruzzi, Vasile Pogor, and Theodor Rosetti, this literary society followed the heartfelt motto of „entre qui 
veut, reste qui peut”, which represented the specific trait of their meetings’ openness.  
In spite of the fact that literature and aesthetics were the central focus of its programme, Junimea was more than a 
literary phenomenon. Considered to be a „complex literary, ideological, cultural and political trend of ideas, which 
inaugurated a new orientation not only in the literature and culture of that century, but also in the public 
spirit”(Ornea, 1975, 10), the junimism distinguished itself through the interest shown to the instruction of the masses 
and the enforcement of the critical spirit that was a mandatory requirement in the transformation process of the 
Romanian culture. Most of them being educated abroad, Junimea’s members managed to take a qualitative step 
forward, moving from the ideology of the 1848 generation, which encouraged writers to just write (“Write anything, 
boys, as long as you go on writing!") to the establishment of high-value principles and a critical filter that was meant 
to lay the foundations of an original Romanian culture. 
Junimea’s spirit is characterised by: „rigor, truth, lucidity, discouragement of megalomania and imitation through 
irony and objectivity, establishment of a judicious criterion of value in appreciative acts, specificity in the fields 
involved, censorship of the tendencies towards an accelerated evolution by means of the impeding character of 
conservatism, original creative enthusiasm, and elimination of chauvinistic nationalism, the basic of evolutionism, 
which was often understood in a rigid manner. Briefly stated, rethinking and reassessing everything that had been 
done before, in order to reach a new constructive stage” (Ornea, 1975, 10). Offering a solution to a stringent problem 
of the Romanian society from the middle of the 19th century – that is, the lack of specialised intellectual in all fields 
– Junimea’s representatives encouraged young members of society to study abroad and get a degree, by giving 
financial support to some of them.   
After returning from their studies abroad, Junimea’s members shared a new vision on the social individual: the 
place of the encyclopaedist, promoted by the 1848 generation, is taken by the specialist, the man of action, for whom 
solid knowledge represents the basis of the argumentation of his decisions and of putting them into practice. 
Junimea’s members were actively involved in the institutional and legislative activity of the society, some of them 
occupying important political positions at that time. 
Being a mainly critical trend, the junimism guided itself through a series of principles that could be observed 
throughout its entire activity. Analysing things from this perspective, Dan Mănucă considers that for Junimea’s 
members „the principle is an active intermediary, ensuring a strong connection between theory and assessment and 
representing a constant impulse, a fundamental and indispensable relationship to both spheres” (Mănucă, 2000, 46). 
During those times, according to the society of the city of Iaúi, the principle had a significant instructive role because 
the regularity of the points of view prevented the judgement from being affected by the risk of arbitrariness. In 
essence, for Junimea’s members, the principle meant argumentation, research, presentation of causes and the refusal 
to adopt aphorisms, because, in their opinion, „in all fields of our intellectual activity, the systematic principles 
represent the first goal to be achieved” (T. Maiorescu, CL, II, 145). 
2. The new direction 
One of the fundamental traits of Junimea’s spirit is represented by the constant interest in all aspects related to the 
contemporary society. The attraction towards anything that refers to contemporaneousness is closely connected with 
the concern for maintaining national originality: for Junimea’s members, the present and the national originality 
meant one and the same thing - „the life of the true people” (Th. Rosetti, CL, VIII, 13). The interest in the issues 
related to contemporaneousness can be understood as a necessity to satisfy the exigencies of those times: „each era, 
each generation has its mission to accomplish; and no matter how proud it is of its past, when it starts working, its 
duty is to leave historical memories aside and take the requirements of the present time into consideration” (P.P. 
Carp, Discourses, apud Mănucă Dan, p. 52). In this respect, a good example is represented by the statement of Iacob 
Negruzzi, who confessed, while he was in Berlin as a student, that he was very interested in finding solutions to the 
problems of the Romanian social life after returning home. All Junimea’s members were inspired by these 
“requirements of the present” that imposed upon them a particular type of instruction and that modelled their 
personality (such were the cases of Maiorescu or Lambrior). Differentiating themselves from the 1848 generation, 
Junimea’s members had an acute sense of responsibility towards the present: „the people of those times (the 1848 
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generation, A/N) believed and stated that they were inspired by divinity. We would advise a more profound 
preoccupation for the practical concerns than for this divinity” (Maiorescu, 1887). 
The interests in the aspects of the present time didn’t exclude the respect and attention for the past. Being fully 
aware that they were developing their activity during a period of time when the Romanian culture was struggling to 
find its personality, Junimea’s members did not turn their back on the past; instead, they turned it into a support for 
the transformation process of the present. Starting from the premise that no phenomenon can be exclusively studied 
alone, but only in connection to others, Junimea’s members considered that each generation brings its contribution to 
the historic process of a nation’s development and that the ideas of a generation always germinate in the minds of the 
previous one. But beyond these lines of continuity that they perceived, Junimea’s members did not hesitate to 
emphasize the differences and the novelty elements of the present, highlighting the traits that set them apart from the 
previous generation and being convinced that a new era could only survive by reason of the differences from the one 
before. With this purpose in view, the new direction encompassed a new way of thinking and acting, without 
radically rejecting tradition. On the contrary, the members of the society were „looking for support in the past and 
the national tradition, ironizing the claims of those who wanted to ignore them” (Mănucă, 2000, 77). Their 
aspirations envisaged the continuity of the historic thread, by enriching and making the most of the cultural legacy. 
One of Junimea’s main directions of activity was related to the preservation and development of the national 
defining traits, thus continuing the undertakings of the literary journal Dacia Literară and the Transylvanian School. 
But Junimea’s members were the first to poignantly bring into discussion the issue of national originality, 
approaching it with a wide range of instruments and from ethnic, aesthetic and ethical perspectives. Considering the 
national element to be the vital condition for the development of a people, Junimea’s members underlined the 
necessity of openness towards the culture of other peoples, being well aware of the fact that an isolated nation is 
doomed to decay. Junimea’s cosmopolitanism was defined by a cautious and necessary openness towards the 
universal values, with the purpose of preserving the national defining traits and enriching the cultural treasure of 
humanity. Following this line, Maiorescu did not plead for conformity to other cultures, but for equal coexistence. 
The literary society from the city of Iaúi advocated for aligning the Romanian culture of those times with the 
European one, stating that the mission of the contemporary generation was to create a literature and a culture that 
could rise up to the level of the acquisitions in the fields of European art, science and philosophy. 
For Junimea’s members, the value of a nation was to be found in the individuality of its people, in its defining 
character, which differentiates it from another nation. (I. Slavici, CL, V, 305). The defining traits of each nation are 
considered to be the result of both the natural factors (climate, relief) and the psychological, physiological and social 
ones. (CL, VI, 81). Junimea placed the individual at the foundation of national particularities, exercising external 
instructional factors upon him and viewed society as a favourable environment for the absolute exteriorization of a 
nation’s originality. National individuality was defined through the particular “common spirit” of a certain society. 
In other words, the national character is brought to life only by the joint national existence along the history. (I. 
Slavici, CL, V, 296). Junimea’s members considered the peasants to be the „unique and true Romanian people” and 
the genuine keepers of the authentic Romanian culture.   
3. Junimea’s prelections 
The “popular prelections” were inaugurated in 1863 in Iaúi and they were one of the major projects of Junimea 
literary society. Rejecting the interference of political elements during the discussions, the prelections had been held 
for two decades, enjoying the participation of prestigious personalities of the Romanian cultural life of those times.   
Iacob Negruzzi states that the series of prelections was initiated by Maiorescu in the first Sunday of the 1863 
Lent, in the assembly room of the Moldavian Bank, the rest of the conferences being held in one of the halls of the 
University. Therefore, in February 1863, Maiorescu, who had already gained a rich experience in this field (as he 
had delivered several conferences in Bucharest, in 1859 and 1861, and also in Paris and Berlin a few years before), 
inaugurates the series of conferences entitled Popular Philosophical Reflections on Family and Education, in the 
space offered by the Moldavian Bank. The introductory prelection, called “What is the purpose of popular courses?”, 
is followed by a few more conferences, entitled “On Popular Religion”, „On Sounds and Colours”, and „On Mind 
and Heart”. The scientific discoveries in the fields of pedagogy, psychology and aesthetics, caught the interest of the 
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audience; „an extremely large number of people” (Eminescu, 16) participated in the prelections, drawn mainly by 
the novelty of the themes and the personality of the speakers, all of them being young men educated abroad and 
bringing a fresh air to the cultural climate of that era. Costache Negruzzi talked about this event to his son, who was 
studying abroad, considering it a true cultural celebration for the city of Iaúi.     
According to Iacob Negruzzi, the prelections were resumed on 9 February 1864, after a period of interruption: 
“The prelections started on 9 February and continued to be held until the month of May. Pogor delivered two 
conferences, On the Influence of the French Revolution on Modern Ideas, Carp two more: On the Ancient and 
Modern Tragedy and On the Three Caesars (Caesar, Charlemagne and Napoleon), and Maiorescu alone delivered 
ten. Without a doubt, Pogor spoke well and with great success. Carp also spoke well, but Maiorescu’s courses were 
admirable” (Negruzzi, 1939, 15). This time, the meetings were held according to a well established programme, 
Maiorescu being joined by other speakers: Petre Carp, Vasile Pogor, or Th. Rosetti. Addressing a wide audience, the 
conferences were organised into systematic series (psychology, aesthetics, philosophy, history, and philology), being 
followed by meetings at one of the members’ house (usually, the hosts were Pogor or Maiorescu), where they all 
discussed enthusiastically about the theme of the prelections and the way speakers delivered their conferences. It was 
at one of these meetings where the idea of founding a literary society emerged. At first it was called Ulpia, later on it 
became Ulpia traiana, but eventually everybody agreed on naming it Junimea. 
The prelection represented the first form of public manifestation of this literary society. Alongside with the 
printing office and its literary magazine, called “Convorbiri literare” (“Literary Conversations”), the prelections 
contributed to the achievement of Junimea’s declared goal: the progress of civilization in Romania, a highly desired 
aim of adult education. In the beginning, the conferences did not have a homogenous topic; however, subsequently 
they adopted a unitary program that focused on „elements of the life of the peoples along the history” (Ornea, 23). 
Thus, in 1867, I. Caragiani delivered the series of conferences entitled The Books of Humanity, presenting culture as 
an essential progress and morality factor in modern society; in 1868 and 1869, the prelections, apparently delivered 
only by Maiorescu, were called Psychological Researches, in 1871- The Culture Signs of Peoples, 1872 - Elements 
of Education, 1873 – Man and Nature (the main speakers being Xenopol, Panu, ùt. Vârgolici and Lambrior). The 
1874 prelections focused on national elements and were delivered by Burlă, Xenopol, Panu, Lambrior, Vârgolici, G. 
Roiu and P. Verussi (ibidem). Another national theme – Consecutive Influences on the Romanian People – was 
presented in the 1875, this also being the year when Eminescu made his debut as a speaker with the prelection called 
The Germans.  
The prelections survived no less than 17 years, until 1881, in spite of the fact that Maiorescu had moved to 
Bucharest to fulfil his ministerial duties. The memoirs written by Iacob Negruzzi and George Panu contributed to the 
reconstruction of the intellectual atmosphere of the meetings: the tension during the preparation of the event, the 
mystery surrounding the speakers (as they were denied any contact with the audience before the conference), the 
typical ceremony of the prelections, the standard expressions of greeting and saying good bye, the fixed duration of 
the conference, the formal dress code, and last but not least, the enthusiastic discussions about the speaker and the 
topic he had addressed, which followed each prelection: “On Sundays, after the prelections ended, Maiorescu, 
Rosetti, Carp, I and Pogor used to meet at the house of the latter in order to discuss the theme of the conference that 
had been delivered. It was a real pleasure for us to spend these hours having philosophical and literary 
conversations” (ibidem). 
The lines of G. Panu, where he talks about the experience of his first conference delivered at Junimea are full of 
colour: „the previous day I had some kind of general rehearsal, that is, I went to the University to be shown what 
hidden ways and corridors I would have to follow in order not to be seen by the audience and to arrive in front of the 
door I would have to open to get inside the auditorium. For, I must add, nobody was allowed to accompany the 
speaker on those corridors that were especially for him. Then, the speaker had the right to receive a friend or two, at 
most, at the last moment” (Panu, 1998, 110). 
In a different part of his work, George Panu talks about the public opinion on these prelections: „Junimea’s 
prelections were truly an institution. And, I may add, a respected and feared one. Listening regularly to Junimea’s 
prelections was a sign of distinction. Not to mention the benefits of the speakers who delivered these prelections and 
who enjoyed a growing prestige and an uncontested aura of glory that the city of Iaúi from that period of rebirth in 
the forties had never experienced” (idem, 25). 
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The prelections were called popular mainly because of the open character of the conferences (as they were open 
to the general public), and not because of the lack of difficulty of the issues addressed. The speakers were 
intellectuals with a solid scientific education, many of them being used to delivering speeches at universities or in 
the court rooms. The structure of the conference topics allowed them to present the latest stages of scientific 
developments. Zigu Ornea talks about the profile of those who participated in the conferences and considers that the 
audience „was by no means popular. Junimea’s prelections were always attended by the intellectual elite from the 
capital of Moldavia” (ibidem, 25). Most of the prelections were delivered by Junimea’s mentor, Titu Maiorescu, 
followed by Pogor, Carp, Negruzzi, Xenopol, Panu and others and were subsequently published in the pages of the 
Literary Conversations, being thus disseminated to the general public.    
4. Junimea’s contribution to adult education in Romania 
In our country, the 19th century was characterised by the emergence of the first institutional manifestations in the 
field of adult education that were legally organised and regulated (Samoilă, 2012, 165). Thus, in 1813, at the 
Princely Academy of Iaúi, Gh. Asachi founded the first classes of agronomists and civil engineers, taught in 
Romanian, that were organised by following the principle of combining elements of general knowledge with 
practical aspects. Gh. Asachi’s efforts of making education accessible to the general public, promoting instruction 
taught in Romanian, valorising the principle of the connection between theory and practice and  founding and 
organising the first Romanian classes dedicated to the professional training of engineers reflect this scholar’s major 
contribution to the initiation and development of adult education in our country. 
The courses of Academia Mihăileană were also inaugurated during the first part of the same century, namely in 
1835. This Academy was a „higher education institution founded by Gheorghe Asachi, during the reign of Mihail 
Sturdza, after the enactment of the Regulations for the Public Schools from the Principality of Moldavia” (Samoilă, 
2012, 132). Alongside with the Vasilian College from the Monastery of the Three Hierarchs and the Priencly 
Academy in Iaúi, Academia Mihăileană marked a distinct stage in the evolution process towards the first form of 
modern Romanian higher education – The University of Iaúi, founded in 1860 by Alexandru Ioan Cuza.  
According to some theoreticians in the field, the first Romanian adult education activities were connected with 
the Transylvanian Association for Romanian Literature and Culture of the Romanian People (ASTRA), founded in 
1861 in Sibiu, with the support of the metropolitan bishop Andrei ùaguna (1809-1873) (Popescu, 1974; Constantin 
SchifirneĠ, 1997; Simona Sava et alii, 2007). ASTRA’s activities were initiated on the 23 October 1861, in Sibiu, 
under the direction of Andrei ùaguna and on the basis of the statute elaborated by George BariĠiu and Timotei 
Cipariu. The main goal of this association was to educate the nation on any occasion, founding a series of 
institutions meant to educate adults from the rural areas. Andrei ùaguna built schools for adults in villages, edited 
and disseminated books and journals and founded the first village libraries and cultural houses. ASTRA’s mission 
was to develop and popularise the cultural preoccupations of the intellectuals from Transylvania and the other 
Romanian provinces among adults. In rural areas, ASTRA organised courses for illiterate adults, taught by 
elementary school teachers and clergymen. Although its intention was to unify the language and edit a dictionary, 
goals subsequently taken over by the Romanian Literary Society (Romanian Academy), the activity of the 
Association mostly managed to popularise the manifestations of the Romanian social and cultural life (ibidem). 
 This was the cultural climate during the time when Junimea’s popular prelections were inaugurated in Iaúi, 
at the beginning of 1863, a series of conferences that shared the same major objective of the ASTRA association, but 
in a different geographical space: the national education. The initiators of these prelections intended to popularise 
knowledge from various scientific fields by presenting the latest discoveries at European level. 
The prelections were mainly characterised by the novelty and modernity of the ideas presented, „the thorough 
grasp of the general forms of thinking, the impeccable logic, and the efforts of applying general principles to the 
Romanian realities” (Drăgan, 1999, 265). The wide range of subjects they approached, the rigour of the information 
presented, or the exigency while preparing the conference materials stimulated the interest of the audience. If during 
the first conferences the presence of the public was mostly motivated by curiosity, eventually it was generated by 
interest. Junimea’s prelections and, in general, all the meetings within this literary society, encouraged the dialogue, 
the debates and the controversies. The critical spirit and the appreciation of true values and talent became the 
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guidelines of Junimea’s program, whose goal was the intellectual regeneration of the Romanian people through the 
receptivity towards the vernacular elements and the great culture of that era.  
While talking about Junimea’s contribution to the development of the Romanian culture, Cornel Regman states: 
„Junimea is, above all, a group of outstanding people who fully benefited from the enlightenment of their era and of 
Europe. These people were intellectuals who created points of view and independent spirits who were united by the 
same desire to contribute to the progress of the national culture. In order to accomplish this goal, Junimea’s members 
established, as a basic requirement, the need for a high threshold and for exigency in all endeavours, regardless of 
the scientific field or the initial limited range of action”(Regman, 1971, 11). 
Starting with the initiatives in the field of cultural politics (school, institutional reform, etc.), continuing with 
those in the area of language, science and literature and ending with the attitude towards the condition of the creator 
and of the man of culture in general, Junimea represented a moment of continuous evaluation and correction of the 
development process of our culture. Junimea promoted a type of very well armed intellectual, from both a spiritual 
and moral point of view, with a rich European culture acquired directly from the main source, a genuine intellectual 
for whom culture is more than a means of becoming rich or controlling others. 
Junimea’s endeavours were based on being aware of the national defining traits and of the necessity to return to 
the nation’s historical foundations. Even though they were accused of cosmopolitanism, Junimea’s members pleaded 
for the preservation and emphasis of the national elements, being against forced westernization and the 
caricaturisation of the national defining traits. This was the reproach brought by Moiorescu upon the contemporary 
generation: „We did not know how to go ahead the western culture, which ended up invading us and producing new 
forms of art that we were very proud of up until now”. With this view in mind, one of Junimea’s declared objectives 
was the organic development of culture and civilization by choosing the creative traditional ideas and giving them a 
new form that corresponded to the requirements of those times. Junimea’s members considered that the starting point 
for the development of a nation was represented by the strong foundations of schools. Being well aware of the 
fundamental role that the school played in the process of the dissemination of culture and morality, Maiorescu 
underlined the necessity of reorganizing the Romanian school by taking into account our realities and not by copying 
models from abroad. One of Junimea’s objectives was actually to edit school books and didactic works.  
We should also emphasize the great deal of attention that was given by Junimea’s members to teacher training. In 
1872, the minister of Public Instruction, Christian Tell, suggested budget cuts for elementary schools, leaving rural 
primary education to the care of the priests, but Maiorescu, a Member of Parliament at that time, underlined the 
necessity of financing elementary and normal schools, being convinced that the regeneration of Romanian education 
would only be possible through a thorough training of teachers. In fact, Junimea’s members were the ones who 
founded the Academic Institute in Iaúi, where they tried to offer European education to Romanian youth. These are 
the suggestive words of Maiorescu in his study entitled On the Reform of Public Instruction (1870): „Knowing that it 
is better not to found a school at all than to found a bad one, we will first decide not to open any elementary schools 
before having its well trained teacher”; „Hence, we emphasize the necessity of initially opening special schools for 
the training of elementary school teachers, or pedagogical or normal institutes, as this is how they are called in our 
country. (…). The subjects that we propose for these institutes are chosen with a two-fold objective: first of all, 
providing the teacher with the necessary knowledge and making him aware of his pedagogic mission, and secondly - 
and this is where the study becomes special – enable him to acquire the method of passing on the elements of science 
to the beginner children, applying them during the practical courses dedicated to elementary knowledge”(Lovinescu, 
2010, 6-7).  
Being interested in achieving professionalization in all fields, Junimea’s members pleaded for a thorough training 
of the individual in his work area. This was the reason why they encouraged young people to study abroad, so that 
they could become familiar with the new discoveries of the European science and culture. In this respect, Junimea 
even supported financially some of the remarkable young people of those times.  
But the central objectives of Junimea’s program was to educate the general public through the series of 
conferences delivered by its members, in the auditorium of the University of Iaúi, in an academic style that followed 
the rules of classic rhetoric. The main aim of the prelection was for the public to understand that culture represented 
the most important factor of progress and morality within a society. The approach of a wide range of topics, the 
thorough preparation of the conferences by following the model of university courses, the open character of the 
meetings, the accessibility of the discourse (Junimea’s speakers being encouraged to use analogies in order to render 
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the meaning of abstract notions and facilitate their reception) are the factors that contributed to the dissemination of 
culture among the general public. Born out of the need to continue the preoccupations in the field of language, 
literature and culture of the 1848 generation, the junimism goes beyond its frenzy and enthusiasm, by embracing 
rigorous aesthetic principles and assiduously cultivating a critical spirit that was missing from the Romanian culture 
of those times.  
References
Braga, M. (coord.), G. Chiciudean, & A. M. Gherman (2007).  Ideologia Junimii (Junimea’s Ideology), Bucuresti: Romanian Academy Printing 
House. 
Elias, J.L., Merriam, S. B. (2005). Philosophical Foundations of Adult Education. Florida: Krieger Publishing Company. 
Lovinescu, E. (2010). Antologia ideologiei junimiste (The Anthology of Junimea’s Ideology). Bucuresti: The Romanian Cultural Institute. 
Mănucă, D. (2000). Principiile criticii literare junimiste (The Principles of Junimea’s Literary Criticism), Iasi: Junimea Printing House. 
Negruzzi, I. (1939). Amintiri din „Junimea” (Memories from “Junimea”), “Cartea Românească” Bucureúti: Printing House. 
Noveanu, E., & D. Potolea (coord.) (2007). ùtiinĠele educaĠiei. DicĠionar enciclopedic (Educational Sciences. Encyclopaedic Dictionary), 2 
volumes, Sigma Printing House, Bucureúti.  
Ornea, Z. (1975). Junimea úi Junimismul (Junimea and the Junimism). Bucureúti: Eminescu Printing House. 
Palo, R., S. Sava, & D. Ungureanu (coord.) (2007). EducaĠia adulĠilor. Baze teoretice úi repere practice (Adult Education. Theoretical Bases 
and Practical Guidelines). Iaúi: Polirom. 
Panu, G. (1998). Amintiri de la „Junimea din Iaúi” (Memories from the “Junimea in Iaúi”). Minerva Printing House, Bucureúti. 
Regman, C. (ed.) (1971). Junimea: amintiri, studii, scrisori, documente (Junimea: memories, studies, letters, documents, 2 volumes, Albatros 
printing House, Bucureúti.  
Rusu, O. (ed.) (1999). PrelecĠiunile Junimii I (Junimea’s Prelections I). Convorbiri Literare, Iaúi: Printing House. 
Samoilă, M.- E. (2012). EducaĠia adulĠilor în România. Repere bibliografice - teză de doctorat (Adult Education in Romania. Bibliographic 
References – Ph.D. Thesis). 
Sava, S. (coord.) (2001). EducaĠia adulĠilor în România – Politici educaĠionale, culturale úi sociale (Adult Education in Romania – Educational, 
Cultural and Social Policies), Timiúoara: Mirton Printing House. 
Sava, S., & D. Ungureanu (2005). Introducere în educaĠia adulĠilor (Introduction to Adult Education). Timiúoara: Mirton Printing House. 
ùoitu, L. (coord.) (2011). DicĠionar enciclopedic de educaĠie a adulĠilor (Encyclopaedic Dictionary of Adult Education), “Alexandru Ioan Cuza” 
University of Iaúi Printing House. 
